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October 16,2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcaat flasll technology for digital televioion. .& a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righta, and the ultimate adoption of Mv. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactureru’ ability to innovate for their customers. f lowing 
mo\<e studios to veto features of DlT-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new producb they can 
create Thia will result in producte that don’t necessarily reflect what conaumern like me a c W y  want, and it could result in me behg 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inventment in DTV-capable receivere and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcavt flag 
technology for digital television l h n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

AWOn Needham 
602 S Harrison St Apt 33 
Olathe, KS 66061 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telewsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie Studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. l h s  wiU result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digit4 television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Darryl Webber 
617 Houston Rd 
Rolla, MO 65401 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Tyson 
E 2nd St 
Loveland, CO 80537 



Thursday, October 16 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

William Jones 
11 Wyndham Hi l l  Dr. 
Reading, PA 19606 


